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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to connnnunication(s) filed on 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-46 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-46 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawjng{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the international Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Detailed Action 

1. This Office Action is in response to the original apphcation and the IDS filed on 
4/17/01. Claims 1-46 are pending. Claims 1 and 24 are independent. 

aaim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this OflFice action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on 
an international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1,4,24, and 27 are rejected under 35 U*S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Brown et al. US 6026368. 
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As to claims 1, 24, Brown discloses 

An online publishing management system comprising 

A) at least one advertisement computer means for storing an advertisement file; 

B) at least one article computer means for storing an article file; and 

C) a publishing management server computer comprising: 

(i) user interface means for receiving data fi-om and sending data to a user; 

(ii) database means for storing a plurality of database tables, said database tables comprising: 

a) an advertisement table (see at least coL 1 1 table 4 ) 

comprising a plurality of advertisement records, each advertisement record comprising 
information regarding an advertisement file stored on an advertisement computer means; 

b) an advertiser table (see at least Figs. 4 item 42 and associated text col. 4 lines 35-36); 

comprising a plurality of advertiser records, each advertiser record comprising 
information regarding an advertiser associated with at least one advertisement file stored on an 
advertisement computer means; 

c) an article table (see at least Fig. 4, item 44 and associated text; col. 4 lines 9-10); 
comprising a plurality of article records, each article record comprising information 

regarding an article file stored on an article computer means; 
and 

(iii) processing means adapted to: 

a) generate a plurality of reports as a function of one or more of the database tables (see 
at least Fig.8 and associated text; col. Hnes 1-19); 

b) allow a user to input, via the user interface means, criteria for generating the reports 
(see at least col. 26 lines 20-27 ); 
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c) provide the reports to a user via the user interface means (see at least col. lines 1-19) 
; and 

d) allow a user to enter or modify, via the user interface means, records in any of the 
database tables (see at least col. 8 lines 30-41 ) 

As to claims 4, 27, Brown discloses a subscriber table with plural subscribers of the 
system records (see at least col. 10 lines 3) 

aaim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown et al. US 6026368. 

As to claims 1 1,34 Brown discloses article records comprising article description fields, 
article resource locator. Brown does not discloses article active/inactive field, or table of contents 
field but Official Notice is taken that these types of data are common to describe an article thus 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have known to add these features to 
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Brown's system of identifying the article to further categorize it for enhanced data retrieval and 
manipulation. 



6. Claims 2, 25, 13, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Herr-Hoyman et al., US 5727156, hereinafter Herr- 
Hoyman 

As to claims 2, 25, 13, 36, Brown does not discloses an author table nor article records 
comprising author fields, but Herr-Hoyman discloses authoring a web page and storing it w/ 
author ID, pass word to modify. 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have known to 
add Herr-Hoyman' s above teaching to Brown's system to identify the authors to articles/web 
pages. Official Notice is taken that it is well-known to link any type of data as desired using 
standard database linking tools . Thus it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to create author tables and records and associate them with the 
articles to allow quick searches. 



7. Claims 3, 5-7, 8, 10, 15, 17-23, 26, 28-30, 31, 33, 38, 40-46 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown in view of Merriman, US 5948061, 

As to claims 3, 26, 15, 38 Brown does not discloses a partner table, nor article records 
comprising associated partner sites fields, however it is interpreted that a publication belonging 
to a party makes that party a partner of the system. Also Merriman discloses matching partner 
pages to ads (see at least col. 3 lines 57-59). Merriman further teaches that many databases can 
be compiled for system analysis (see at least col. 5 lines 5-7). Thus it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to tabulate partner records 
into tables as well as associate partners as fields to article records to allow linking system 
partners to the articles. 
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As to claims 5-7, 28-30, Brown does not specifically disclose but 
Merriman discloses generating a composite article which is in HTML code , comprising an 
article file and one ad reference which is a URL associated with the composite article (see at 
least col. 3 lines 26-62; lines 35-37). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to add such Merriman teaching to Brown to allow associating the 
content articles and ads (see Brown, abstract) in an Internet environment. 

As to claims 8, 10, 31, 33 Brown discloses ads records comprising the ad files, ads 
description fields (see at least col. 1 1 table 4 ), start/end fields (see at least col. 14 lines 17-18 ; 
(see at least col. lines). 13 ,Table 7). Brown does not discloses but Merriman discloses ad 
resource locator (see at least col.3 lines 26-62; lines 35-37), partner site permission (see at least 
col 3 lines 57-59 ) or article fields (see at least col.3 lines 47-49) associated with the ad. 

As to claims 17, 40, (dependent on claims 1, 24, respectively). 
Brown does not specifically disclose but Merriman discloses an advertiser lead report comprising 
a list of advertiser lead records (see at least Figs 3 A-3C. and associated text; (see at least col. 
lines). 8 lines 32-47 ), which comprises a subscriber ID, a list of articles previously accessed by 
that subscriber within a time period, a list of ads associated v^th those articles within a defined 
period of time. In view of Merriman' s teaching that any type of report can be put compiled (see 
at least col. 8 lines 32-35), it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to derive all the above data fi*om the teachings of Merriman and derive any 
reports as desired as taught by Merriman and add them to the Brown system for any data 
manipulation. 

As to claims 18, 41 (dependent on claims 1, 24 respectively), 
Brovm does not specifically disclose, but Merriman discloses an article usage report comprising 
a list of articles and the number of subscribers that access each article in a given time period (see 
at least col.4 lines 56-64; col.8 lines 40-41; Fig. 3B and associated text) 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have known to 



Application/Control Number^9/716,134 
Art Unit: 3622 

these teachings of Merriman to Brown as a tool for billing 
As to claims 19, 42 (dependent on claims 1, 24 respectively). 

Brown does not specifically disclose but Merriman discloses an article activity report (see at 
least col. 8 lines 34-45 ).It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add this teaching to Brown to analyze the matching appropriateness 
between article and ads. 

As to claims 20-23, 43-46 (dependent on claims 1, 24 respectively), , Brown does not 
specifically disclose but Merriman discloses distributed computing, (see at least col. 9 lines 5- 
16). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
add to the Brown's system distributing storage and processing tasks among different computers 
as taught by Merriman as the system configuration requires. 

8. Claims 9,12, 16, 32 , 35, 39, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown in view of Merriman, and further in view of Reilly et ah, US 
5740549, 

As to claims 9, 32 , (dependent on claims 8, 31, respectively), 12, 35, 16, 39, (dependent 
on claims 1, 24, respectively), neither Brown nor Merriman disclose the article field or record 
indicate an ad display position within the article . However Reilly discloses such at ((see at least 
Figs. 6,7b, 8, 9 and associated text; ad linked to story linked to script that defines a position; col. 
10 1. 19-25,1. 56-62). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add the above Reilly teaching to Brown/Merriman system to allow 
displaying the ad in the article exactly as specified as taught by Reilly. 



Page 7 



As to claims 16, 39 (dependent on claims 1, 24, respectively). 
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Brown discloses reports generated comprise ads contracts reports, comprising contract records 
of a system advertiser (see at least (see at least col. lines). 4 1. 35-51; col.26 lines 1-26 :" each 
customer"); ad records comprising description of the advertiser (see at least col. 7 table 1 : "data 
source originator"), description of the advertisement associated v^th the advertiser (see at least 
col.7 Table T'data source name" ), start/end date of the ad (see at least col.7 table 1: valid 
start/end dates). For the rest of claim 16, 39 see above claim 9, etc. . . 

9, Claims 14, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown in view of Reilly et al., US 5740549 A. 

As to claims 14, 37 (dependent on claims 1, 24 respectively). Brown does not discloses 
the article records comprise an article topic field however Reilly discloses such (see at least Figs. 
8 and associated text: news weather). 

One skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have known to 

add such feature to the Brown's system to further categorize the articles for enhanced data 

retrieval and manipulation. 



Conclusion 

10. Prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Gerace, US 5848396A discloses web publishing with ads, agate data content and reports. 



1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi"om the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh H. Le whose telephone number is (703) 305-0571. The 
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examiner is on flexible schedule and can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday from 9:00 
AM - 6:30 PM. The examiner can also be reached at the e-mail address: khanh.Ie2@uspto.gov 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Eric 

Stamber, can be reached on (703) 305-8469. 
The Official Fax Numbers for TC 3600 

Before Final: 703-872-9326 
After Final: 703-872-9327 
Customer Service: 703-872-9325 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1113. 




